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COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRAOEM/ 



y This application has been examined □ Responsive to communication filed on 

H iuiHu id statutory period for response to this action is set to expire ^ ' monlh(s), 
ailure to respond within the period for response wi 



| | This action is made final. 



expire _J2_month(s), ffiys from the date of this letter, 

e application to become abandoned. 35 U.S.C. 133 



THE FOLLOWING ATTACHMENT! 5) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 



Notice of References Cited by Examiner, PTO-892. 
3. Q Notice of Art Cited by Applicant, PTO-1449 
5. |Xf Information on How to Effect Drawing Changes, PTO-1474 



2. □ Notice re Patent Drawing, PTO-948. 

4. Q Notice of informal Patent Application, Form PTO-152 

«■ □ 



'art II SUMMARY OF ACTION 
1. rY] Claim/—! 



Of the above, claims 



□ Claims _ 



$ Claim/ J 



13 jtrf pending in the application. 

are withdrawn from.consideration, 

have been cancelled. 

are allowed. 

yi rejected. 



□ Claim! 



e objected to 



q/ This application has been filed with informal drawings which are acceptable for examination purposes until such time as allowable subject 
^ matter is indicated. 

| | Allowable subject matter having been indicated, formal drawings are required in response to this Office action. 

Q The corrected or substitute drawings have been received on . These drawings are □ acceptable; 

f~] not acceptable (see explanation). 

10. □ TheQ proposed drawing correction and/or the □ proposed additional or substitute sheet(s) of drawings, filed on 

has (have) been □ approved by the examiner. Q disapproved by the examiner (see explanation). 



11. Q The proposed drawing correction 
the Patent and Trademark Office 



, has been Hj approved. □ disapproved (see explanation), How 

iwing changes. It is now applicant's responsibility to ensure that the drawings ar 



corrected. Corrections MUST be effected in accordance with the instructions se 
EFFECT DRAWING CHANGES", PTO-1474. 



in the attached le 



INFORMATION ON HOW TO 



12. j^j Acknowledgment is made of the claim for priority under 35 U.S.C. 119. The certified copy has □\n reegi*ed ^|not been received 

Q been filed in parent application, serial no. 

13. P] Since this application appears to be in condition for 



ixcept for formal matterl^jt 
with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. • 



M. □ btherWATIOKAi. SECURITY INFORMATION 
.Unauthoriwu' di&e!oj'.ire subject 
"' Jo Criminal Sanctions 



EXAMINER'S ACTION 





1. The drawings are objected to because in 
Figures 1 and 2 the numeral "1" denotes two different 
elements; and the rectangular boxes must be labeled in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.83(a). Correction is required. 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the 
following informalities: In line 7 on page 2, in lines 
6 and 8 on page 3, in line 13 on page 4, and in line 7 
of claim 1, "round" should be — around--; in line 22 on 
page 2, a comma should be inserted at the end of the 
line; on pages 5 and 7-11 the numeral "1" refers to two 
different elements; on page 9, in line 10, "1]" should 
be — 11— ; in line 18 the sentence is incomplete; and 
in lines 22 and 23, "Li j and Loj" should be — LIJ and 
LOJ~; on page 12, in line 10, " LL" should be --11--, 
and in line 22 the sentence beginning therein is 
incomplete; and on page 13, in lines 4 and 7, each 
occurrence of "Lhn" should be LHn— , and in lines 6 and 
7, "Lhd" should be — LHd — . Also, throughout the 
specification and claim, the inked in inserts or 
changes have not been initialed and are required to :be 
inserted by amendment. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

3. Claim -1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as the invention. 

In line 10 reference to "the missile roll axis" has no 
positive antecedent basis, since a roll axis of the 
missile has not been previously claimed. 

f DECLASSIFY BY. ORIgIaIiNG AGENCY J 
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4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103 

which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections 

set forth in this Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though 
the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter 
sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to 
which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

5. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 as 
being unpatentable over Linscott et al in view of 
Gauggel. Linscott et al disclose a rolling missile 
with a target tracker having a restricted f ield-of-view 
and signal processing means between the tracker and 
control members on the missile for directing the 
missile to a target. Gauggel teaches the use of signal 
limiting means between the tracker and control members 
limiting the tracker signal between two valves. To 
employ the teachings of Gauggel on the missile of 
Linscott et al is considered obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art. 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied 
upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
The patent to Dixon et al is cited as of interest to 
show a missile guidance system. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication 
should be directed to Charles T. Jordan at telephone 
number 703-557-2894. , 

«"" CHARLES T. WSM 

04-30*84 mm 



